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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on 1 1/23/2005, entered by the filing RCE on 
1/25/06. 

Claims 1-32 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants arguments with respect to the amended claims filed on 1 1/23/2005 have been fully 
considered. 

With regards to the arguments relating to Claims 1-9, 17-32, particularly recited in the manners in Claims 
1,6, 17: 

"A method for removing entry of a device from a computer system, said method comprising: 
searching configuration data for an entry for a device with not properly identified by the system; and 
removing the entry for the device from the configuration data" 

In light of the specification, it should be noted that this type of claim covers a manual act; simply, a 

computer user uses the Microsoft standard Registry editor and the manual act does: 

Open the Enum registry key. 

In Windows 2000 or XP, do the following: 

Click the plus sign (+) next to H KE Y J.OC AL_M AC H I N E . 

Click the plus plus sign (+) next to SYSTEM. 

Click the plus sign (+) next to CurrentControlSet. 

Click the plus sign (+) next to Enum. 

in Windows 95, 98, or Me do the following: 

Click the plus sign (+) next to H KE Y_LOC AL_M AC H I N E . 

Click the plus sign (+) next to Enum. 
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Click the plus sign (+) next to a "DEVICE KEY ENTRY". 

Detach/remove/or attach simply provided with Microsoft Windows Utility commands. 
Another interpretation from the scope of the claim, this claim covers a manual act performed on a feature, 
add/remove programs, standardized in every Microsoft Windows. For example using Microsoft Windows 
control panel, double click on the icon showing "add/remove programs", search for an entry such as the 
name of an install program that fails to perform properly by the Windows, uncheck the box or position on 
the program, using detach/remove commands provided by with Microsoft Windows Utility. 

A Claim cannot be patentable over a common manual act. Particularly, this act is operated 
under a trademark registered by Microsoft Windows. Applicants in the argument fail to identify their 
novelty features as required under MPEP 714.04. 

With regards to the arguments relating to Claims 10-16, Claims recite programming instruction 
that replace a manual act such as the act mentioned above done by every computer user. It should be 
noted that, 

In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958) (Appellant argued 
that claims to a permanent mold casting apparatus for molding trunk pistons were 
allowable over the prior art because the claimed invention combined "old permanent- 
mold structures together with a timer and solenoid which automatically actuates the 
known pressure valve system to release the inner core after a predetermined time has 
elapsed." The court held that broadly providing an automatic or mechanical means to 
replace a manual activity which accomplished the same result is not sufficient to 
distinguish over the prior art.). (Emphasis added) 
(See MPEP 2144.04) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



3. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 18-26, 30, 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Regarding Claims 18-26, it recites "An apparatus as claimed in claim...". It should be noted that using 
"An apparatus" in a dependent claim would cause the claim insufficient antecedent basis. 
Regarding Claim 30, it recites "A method a claimed in claim 6". It should be noted that using "A method" 
in a dependent claim would cause the claim insufficient antecedent basis. 

Regarding Claim 33, it recites "The computer readable medium of claim 13". This phase fails to match 
. with the system as claimed in the Claim 13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

6. Claim 1-21, 23-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by an online 
reference, last modified by http://www.tarqus.com/us/Downloads/USB TR.pdf on 05/30/00 , "Windows 
98 - UBS TROUBLESHOOTING REFERNCE" (hereinafter: Windows 98) 

Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of followed claims in light of the specification. 
As per Claim 1 : Windows 98.discloses, 

A method for removing entry of a device from a computer system, said method comprising: 

searching configuration data (shown as 'System Properties' or information in Registry editor) for an entry 

for a device with not properly identified by the system 

(In p.1: see top paragraph: 'a USB device not being recognized', and see 'System Properties'); and 
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removing the entry for the device from the configuration data (Se p. 6, see 'Locate the key', and see 'hit 
Delete to remove the device node'). 

As per Claim 2 : Windows 98 discloses, The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

determining a vendor of the device; (p.1, see 'System Properties': Intel 83271 AB/... ) 

searching subkeys in the configuration data for all devices associated with the vendor; and deleting keys 

associated with the devices associated with the vendor (See. P. 6. 'Locate the key\ and 'hit Delete to 

remove the device node'). 

As per Claim 3 : Windows 98 discloses, The method of claim 1, further comprising: modifying an 
initialization file to remove device information (Standard Windows requires configuration files or 
initialization files as a part of Window configuration system. These file are located under \window\...\, and 
a user can manually modify the text content of the files. See p. 2) 

As per Claim 4 : Windows 98 discloses, The method of claim 1, further comprising: deleting files identified 
in a file list (See page p.5 t 'Registry Editor', right area of Registry Editor is a file list, and see last line in 
this page). 

As per Claim 5 : Windows 98 discloses, The method of claim 4, wherein the deleting element further 

i 

comprises: saving a backup copy of the files prior to deletion (In the Windows 98, when open a file, ' 
simply double click on the file, Windows commands such as, SAVE, SAVE AS, provide save the file 
including it backup. When position on the file, Windows commands such as, DELETE, perform file 
deleting, The Windows discloses this claiming). 

As per Claim 6 : Regarding limitation of Claim 6, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown in 
the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 1 , discloses the 
limitation of Claim 6 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 7 : Regarding limitation of Claim 7, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown in 
the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 2, discloses the 
limitation of Claim 7 (and see associated text in the reference). 
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As per Claim 8 : Regarding limitation of Claim 8, Windows 98 t providing manual instructions as shown in 
the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed about modifying in the rejection of Claim 3, 
discloses the limitation of Claim 8 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 9 : Regarding limitation of Claim 9, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown in 
the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed for modifying in the rejection of Claim 4, 
discloses the limitation of Claim 9 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 10 : Regarding limitation of Claim 10, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 1 ,. discloses the 
limitation of Claim 10 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 1 1 : Regarding limitation of Claim 1 1 , Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 2, discloses the 
limitation of Claim 1 1 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 12 : Regarding limitation of Claim 12, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 4, discloses the 
limitation of Claim 12 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 13 : Regarding limitation of Claim 13, Windows 98 which is installed in a computer, as seen 
in the rationale discussed for modifying in the rejection of Claim 1 , discloses the limitation of Claim 13, 
because a Windows requires storage to store it and a processor to execute it (and see associated text in 
the reference). 

As per Claim 14 : Regarding limitation of Claim 14, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 2, discloses the 
limitation of Claim 14 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 15 : Regarding limitation of Claim 15, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 2, discloses the 
limitation of Claim 1 5 (and see associated text in the reference). 
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As per Claim 16 : Regarding limitation of Claim 16, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference, and as set forth in the rationale discussed about modifying in the rejection of Claim 3, 
discloses the limitation of Claim 16 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 17 : Regarding limitation of Claim 15, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 
in the reference, and as seen in the rationale discussed for modifying in the rejection of Claim 1 , discloses 
the limitation of Claim 17). 

As per Claim 18 : Regarding limitation of Claim 18, Windows 98, providing manual instructions as shown 

in the reference and as set forth in the rationale discussed in the rejection of Claim 2, discloses the 

limitation of Claim 18 (and see associated text in the reference). 

As per Claim 19 : Regarding limitation of Claim 19, it discloses Windows 98 files, see p.6, 

"HKEY_LOCAL_MACHINE\enum\...". 

As per Claim 20 : Regarding limitation of Claim 20, it discloses Windows 98 files, see p.2, 
"Wl NDOWS\SYSTEM32\. . . 

As per Claim 21 : Regarding limitation of Claim 21 , it discloses Windows 98 files, see p.6, 
"HKEY_LOCAL_MACHINE\enum\...". 

As per Claim 23 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor that can perform removing means such as 
performed on an information storage medium and load on to a computer (see p. 5: Insert Disk, and p.6). 
As per Claim 24 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor that can perform configuring means such as 
performed on an information storage medium and load on to a computer (see p. 5: Insert Disk, and see 
p. 1, the steps). 

As per Claim 25 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor that can perform configuring means such as 
performed on an information storage medium and load on to a computer (see p. 5: Insert Disk, and see p. 
1 , the steps). 

As per Claim 26 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor that can perform modifying means such as 
performed on an information storage medium and load on to a computer (see p. 5: Insert Disk, and see p. 
5, the text under "WHAT THE REGISTRY MAY LOOK LIKE"). 
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As per Claim 27 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor and configuration that provides a manual act for 

search (Refer: In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958)). 

As per Claim 28 : Windows 98 discloses Registry editor and configuration that provides a manual act for 

search (Refer: In re Venner, 262 F.2d 91, 95, 120 USPQ 193, 194 (CCPA 1958)). 

As per Claim 29 : Windows 98 discloses, 

Where the device is considered to be not properly identified by the system when 

(i) not identified by the system, 

(ii) not completely recognized by the system, or 

(iii) only identified as a generic device by the system., 
See top paragraph in p. 1 . 

As per Claim 30 : Claim 30 is indefinite as noted: For the limitation recited in claim 30: Windows 98 

discloses this limitation. See top paragraph in p. 1 . 

As per Claim 31 : See rationale in the rejection of Claim 29. 

As per Claim 32 : See rationale in the rejection of Claim 29. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would. have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 
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8. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over an online reference, last 
modified by www.targus.com/us/ on 05/30/00, "Windows 98 - UBS TROUBLESHOOTING REFERNCE" 
(hereinafter: Windows 98) . 

As per claim 22 : Win.ini file is an element of WINDOWS 98 that has therein predetermined devices 
used/associated with the Windows system registry. 

Windows 98 does not explicitly shown in the WIN.INI the predetermined device such as : load=, run= 
device=lines, as claimed in the Claim 22. 

However these differences are only found in the nonfunctional descriptive material 
and are not functionally involved in the steps/means recited. The predetermined device in 
the WIN.INI in Microsoft Windows would be performed the same regardless of the type of 
device data as claimed. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 
217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 
1994). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to clear the data as shown in the claim 22 as the type of data 
or information as for conforming to the uninstalled requirements of the Windows, and 
because such data or information does not functionally relate to the steps in the method 
claimed and because the subjective interpretation of the data does not patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention. 



Conclusion 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Ted T. Vo whose telephone number is (571) 272-3706. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Wei 
Y. Zhen can be reached on (571 ) 272-3708. 

The facsimile number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is the 
Central Facsimile number 571-273-8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be directed to 
the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. Information regarding the status of an application may 
be obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for^ 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Ted T. Vo 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2191 
March 31 ,2006 



